STATE OF CALIFORNIA - HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES AGENCY

California Work Opportunity and Responsibility to Kids
(CalWORKS) Report on Reasons for Denials and
Other Non-Approvals of Applications for Cash Grant

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL SERVICES
DATA SYSTEMS AND SURVEY DESIGN BUREAU

STATEWIDE March 2002 (Version 1)
Two Parent Zero Parent All Other TANF Timed-
PART A. REASONS FOR DENIALS OF CASH GRANT Families Families Families Out Cases
(A ) © (D)
1. Total case denials of cash grant during the month 1 2 3 4
2,305 2,784 8,869 11
(Items 2 through 11) (Same as Item 4b, CA 237 CW).......coevviiiiiiinennnnn, ' ' '
5 6 7 8
2. Cases with no eligible child.......... ..o 148 517 1,153 1
9 10 11 12
3. Cases with children not deprived of support or care........c.cccceveieiiiiannnn.. 358 323 418 1
13 14 15 16
4. Cases with resources that exceed lIMitS.............covev i 145 62 441 0
17 18 19 20
5. Cases with income that exceeds standards............ccooeevi i 574 363 2,036 3
21 22 23 24
6. Cases that failed to comply with procedural requirements....................... 1,026 1,449 4,525 6
25 26 27 28
7. Cases with ineligible non-citizen.............cooii i, 11 16 57 0
29 30 31 32
8. Cases excluded by law for reasons other than time limits and citizenship.. 8 8 45 0
33 34 35 36
9. Cases WIth NONIeSIAENT..........coiiii i e e 16 42 105 0
i i i 37 38 39 40
10. Cases denied due to Diversion 19 a 89 0
(Same as Item 4b1), CA 237 CW)... i e e
41 42 43 44
11. Cases denied due to expiration of CalWORKs 60-month time limits..........
PART B. REASONS FOR NON-APPROVALS OTHER THAN DENIALS
. . . . i 45 46 a7 48
12. Cases with application cancelled or withdrawn during the month............. 611 552 2,181 2
i i i 49 50 51 52
13. Cases with applicant who moved or cannot be located during the month 139 119 748 4

(Item 12 plus Item 13 same as Item 4c, CA 237 CW)
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CalWORKs Report on Reasons for Denials and Other Non-Approvals of Applications for Cash Grant (CA 255 CW)
March 2002 (Version 1)

PART A. PART A.
REASONS FOR DENIALS OF CASH GRANT REASONS FOR DENIALS OF CASH GRANT
1. Total case denials 2. No eligible child
County Two Parent | Zero Parent | All Other | TANF Timed- || Two Parent | Zero Parent | All Other | TANF Timed-
(A) (B) © Out (D) (A) (B) © Out (D)
Data Cell 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

Statewide 2,305 2,784 8,869 11 148 517 1,153 1

Alameda 102 10 456 2 3 1 26 0
Alpine 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ol
/Amador 0 0 9 ol 0 0 1 ol
Butte 10 33 53 ol 0 8 1 ol
Calaveras 4 1 11 ol 0 0 0 ol
Colusa 7 3 2 ol 0 0 0 ol
Contra Costa 46 13 285 1| 1 1 8 1|
Del Norte 3 0 5 ol 0 0 0 ol
[[E1 Dorado 4 8 22 ol 0 1 0 ol
[[Fresno 137 49 318 ol 1 1 13 ol
[lctenn 0 0 5 ol 0 0 1 ol
[[Humbolat 14 11 41 ol 0 4 3 ol
[imperial 9 27 35 ol 0 4 0 ol
[linyo 3 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
[[kern 47 56 143 ol 0 9 3 ol
[lings 6 24 41 ol 0 7 3 ol
[lLaxe 0 4 18 ol 0 0 1 ol
[lLassen 2 3 6 ol 0 0 0 ol
[lLos Angeles 341 1,456 2,157 ol 40 288 462 ol
IMadera 10 30 31 ol 0 7 0 ol
[Imarin 4 6 11 ol 0 0 0 ol
[IMariposa 0 0 0 2|l 0 0 0 ol
IMendocino 5 4 21 ol 0 0 0 ol
[IMerced 53 20 121 ol 11 7 33 ol
IModoc 1 0 2 ol 0 0 0 ol
IMono 0 0 1 ol 0 0 0 ol
IMonterey 23 72 87 ol 2 19 2 ol
[INapa 3 6 10 ol 0 0 0 ol
[INevada 2 4 10 ol 0 1 0 ol
[lorange 184 137 412 1ff 7 9 47 ol
[lPracer 25 1 45 ol 0 0 4 ol
[lPlumas 3 1 4 ol 0 0 1 ol
Riverside 151 319 537 ol 15 48 52 ol
Sacramento 68 10 125 O" 1 1 12 O"
San Benito 1 2 5 ol 0 0 0 ol
San Bernardino 308 67 1,039 ol 13 13 112 ol
San Diego 204 94 865 1| 16 17 111 ol
San Francisco 24 9 56 O" 0 0 3 O"
San Joaquin 72 89 233 ol 0 27 1 ol
San Luis Obispo 31 1 81 ol 2 1 6 ol
San Mateo 20 34 140 1| 9 7 65 ol
Santa Barbara 50 1 114 0" 8 0 38 0"
Santa Clara 23 4 232 ol 2 0 29 ol
Santa Cruz 23 10 61 ol 0 0 7 ol
Shasta 12 22 37 ol 0 9 0 ol
Sierra 0 0 2 ol 0 0 0 ol
Siskiyou 2 2 9 ol 0 0 1 ol
Solano 15 9 213 ol 0 5 15 ol
Sonoma 11 5 64 ol 0 0 7 ol
Stanislaus 80 41 236 ol 14 14 61 ol
Sutter 9 4 17 ol 0 1 0 ol
Tehama 13 5 27 ol 0 2 1 ol
Trinity 0 1 7 ol 0 0 0 ol
Tulare 77 29 137 ol 0 0 2 ol
Tuolumne 2 3 9 0 0 1 0 ol
Ventura 38 40 143 2 3 4 15 ol
Yolo 15 0 97 1 0 0 6 ol
Yuba 8 4 21 0 0 0 0 off
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CalWORKs Report on Reasons for Denials and Other Non-Approvals of Applications for Cash Grant (CA 255 CW)
March 2002 (Version 1)

PART A. PART A.
REASONS FOR DENIALS OF CASH GRANT REASONS FOR DENIALS OF CASH GRANT
3. Children not deprived of support or care 4. Resources that exceed limits
County Two Parent | Zero Parent | All Other | TANF Timed- | Two Parent | Zero Parent | All Other | TANF Timed-
(A) (B) © Out (D) (A) (B) © Out (D)

Data Cell 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

Statewide 358 323 418 1 145 62 441 0
Alameda 17 0 9 0 6 0 11 0
Alpine 0 0 0 o|| 0 0 0 0|l
Amador 0 0 0 ol 0 0 3 o||
Butte 0 1 1 0|l 1 0 2 0|l
Calaveras 0 0 0 ol 0 0 1 o||
Colusa 2 1 0 o|| 0 0 0 o||
Contra Costa 4 0 6 0|l 16 1 80 o||
Del Norte 0 0 0 0|l 1 0 3 o||
|[E! Dorado 1 2 0 ol 0 0 0 o||
[[Fresno 12 7 10 o|| 4 0 14 o||
[lctenn 0 0 1 ol 0 0 0 o||
[[Humboldt 1 1 0 o|| 0 0 1 0|l
[imperial 1 1 2 ol 0 0 1 o||
[linyo 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 o||
[[kern 1 9 1 ol 2 0 0 o||
[[ings 1 7 0 ol 1 0 0 o||
[|Lake 0 0 1 o|| 0 1 1 o||
[lLassen 1 0 0 ol 0 0 0 o||
[lLos Angeles 33 174 173 o|| 7 35 67 o||
[Madera 1 9 0 0|l 1 0 3 o||
([Marin 0 0 0 ol 0 0 3 o||
[[Mariposa 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 o||
[Mendocino 0 1 0 0|l 0 0 2 0|l
[[Merced 1 0 2 ol 1 0 3 o||
IModoc 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 o||
[Mono 0 0 0 0|l 0 0 1 0|l
[Monterey 4 15 3 of 3 2 8 o||
[INapa 0 0 0 ol 0 0 2 o||
([Nevada 0 1 0 o|| 0 0 1 o||
[lorange 55 41 25 0|l 16 3 32 ol
(Pracer 7 0 1 0|l 2 0 4 ol
[lPlumas 0 0 0 0|l 2 0 0 o||
Riverside 17 7 4 ol 11 7 20 ol
Sacramento 4 0 1 0|| 4 0 5 0||
San Benito 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ol
San Bernardino 62 6 75 0 12 3 38 o||
San Diego 46 10 36 1 11 2 31 o||
San Francisco 4 0 5 0 0 0 2 0||
San Joaquin 3 8 3 0 5 1 8 o||
San Luis Obispo 8 0 2 ol 0 0 3 o||
San Mateo 0 0 2 ol 1 1 4 o||
Santa Barbara 24 0 9 0|| 14 0 21 0||
Santa Clara 5 0 6 ol 3 0 23 o||
Santa Cruz 3 1 0 ol 3 2 4 0|l
Shasta 0 2 0 o|| 0 1 4 o||
Sierra 0 0 0 o|| 0 0 0 0|l
Siskiyou 0 1 0 ol 2 0 0 o||
Solano 0 0 5 0|l 0 0 0 o||
Sonoma 1 1 0 o|| 0 1 10 o||
Stanislaus 10 2 10 0|l 8 1 5 0|l
Sutter 0 0 0 o|| 1 0 2 ol
Tehama 0 0 0 o|| 1 0 2 0|l
Trinity 0 0 0 o|| 0 0 1 o||
Tulare 16 3 7 o|| 1 0 3 o||
Tuolumne 1 0 0 ol 0 0 1 o||
Ventura 10 11 16 0|l 2 1 9 o||
Yolo 2 0 1 o|| 1 0 1 o||
Yuba 0 1 1 of 2 0 1 off
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CalWORKs Report on Reasons for Denials and Other Non-Approvals of Applications for Cash Grant (CA 255 CW)
March 2002 (Version 1)

PART A. PART A.
REASONS FOR DENIALS OF CASH GRANT REASONS FOR DENIALS OF CASH GRANT
5. Income that exceeds standards 6. Failed to °°”Tp'y with procedural
requirements
County Two Parent | Zero Parent | All Other | TANF Timed- || Two Parent | Zero Parent [ All Other | TANF Timed-
(A) (B) © Out (D) (A) (B) © Out (D)
Data Cell 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24

Statewide 574 363 2,036 3 1,026 1,449 4,525 6
Alameda 20 0 63 ol 52 8 328 2
Alpine 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 0
/Amador 0 0 1 ol 0 0 4 ol
Butte 1 4 12 ol 8 18 34 ol
Calaveras 2 0 0 ol 2 1 10 ol
Colusa 2 0 0 ol 3 1 2 ol
Contra Costa 1 0 0 ol 24 11 182 ol
Del Norte 2 0 1 ol 0 0 1 ol
[[E1 Dorado 0 2 5 ol 3 3 17 ol
[[Fresno 23 7 40 ol 97 32 238 ol
[lstenn 0 0 0 ol 0 0 2 ol
[[Humbolat 2 0 2 ol 11 6 35 ol
[imperial 2 3 10 ol 6 17 22 ol
[linyo 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
[[kern 4 2 18 ol 38 32 119 ol
[[ings 3 1 11 ol 1 4 27 ol
[lLaxe 0 0 1 ol 0 3 12 ol
||Lassen 0 1 1 O" 1 2 3 0"
[lLos Angeles 30 158 350 ol 231 798 1,105 ol
IMadera 2 1 6 ol 6 10 16 ol
[Imarin 1 1 4 ol 2 4 4 ol
||Mariposa 0 0 0 1|| 0 0 0 1||
IMendocino 1 1 2 ol 4 2 16 ol
[IMerced 29 9 47 ol 9 1 17 ol
IModoc 0 0 0 ol 1 0 2 ol
IMono 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
IMonterey 7 12 40 ol 7 22 29 ol
[INapa 0 2 0 ol 3 4 8 ol
[INevada 0 1 5 ol 1 1 3 ol
[lorange 81 33 211 1ff 22 47 92 ol
[lPracer 12 0 21 ol 2 1 14 ol
[lPlumas 0 0 0 ol 1 1 3 ol
Riverside 28 60 103 ol 80 195 322 ol
Sacramento 48 4 75 O" 9 4 30 0"
San Benito 1 2 1 ol 0 0 4 ol
San Bernardino 118 15 260 ol 99 25 531 ol
San Diego 53 13 239 ol 73 45 429 ol
San Francisco 8 1 16 O" 9 1 1 0"
San Joaquin 13 5 44 ol 48 47 174 ol
San Luis Obispo 1 0 13 ol 13 0 21 ol
San Mateo 1 0 3 ol 8 20 52 1|
Santa Barbara 2 0 11 O" 1 1 29 0"
Santa Clara 11 0 110 ol 1 3 50 ol
Santa Cruz 6 1 14 ol 11 6 31 ol
Shasta 8 2 14 ol 4 6 19 ol
Sierra 0 0 2 ol 0 0 0 ol
Siskiyou 0 0 3 ol 0 1 5 ol
Solano 7 1 73 of| 8 3 120 ol
Sonoma 1 1 25 ol 8 2 22 ol
Stanislaus 18 6 58 ol 28 18 100 ol
Sutter 1 1 4 ol 5 2 10 ol
Tehama 2 0 4 ol 10 2 18 ol
Trinity 0 0 2 ol 0 1 4 ol
Tulare 12 5 37 ol 45 18 77 ol
Tuolumne 0 0 1 ol 1 2 7 0
Ventura 1 8 53 1ff 22 15 41 1
Yolo 8 0 18 ol 4 0 68 1
Yuba 1 0 2 off 4 3 15 0
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CalWORKs Report on Reasons for Denials and Other Non-Approvals of Applications for Cash Grant (CA 255 CW)
March 2002 (Version 1)

PART A. PART A.
REASONS FOR DENIALS OF CASH GRANT REASONS FOR DENIALS OF CASH GRANT
. ” 8. Excluded by law other than time limits
7. Ineligible non-citizen . .
and citizenship
County Two Parent | Zero Parent | All Other | TANF Timed- || Two Parent | Zero Parent [ All Other | TANF Timed-
(A) (B) © Out (D) (A) (B) © Out (D)
Data Cell 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32

Statewide 11 16 57 0 8 8 45 0
Alameda 1 0 4 ol 3 1 15 ol
Alpine 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
/Amador 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
Butte 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
Calaveras 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
Colusa 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
Contra Costa 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
Del Norte 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
[[E1 Dorado 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
[[Fresno 0 1 2 ol 0 0 1 ol
[lstenn 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
[[Humbolat 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
[imperial 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
[linyo 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
[[kern 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
[[ings 0 1 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
[lLaxe 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
[lLassen 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
[lLos Angeles 0 3 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
IMadera 0 0 1 ol 0 0 0 ol
[Imarin 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
[IMariposa 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
IMendocino 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
[IMerced 0 0 0 ol 1 0 3 ol
IModoc 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
IMono 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
IMonterey 0 0 5 ol 0 0 0 ol
[INapa 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
[INevada 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
[lorange 1 0 1 ol 0 0 0 ol
[lPracer 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
[lPlumas 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
Riverside 0 0 1 ol 0 0 0 ol
Sacramento 2 1 0 O" 0 0 0 0"
San Benito 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
San Bernardino 2 5 12 O" 0 0 0 0"
San Diego 1 1 8 ol 1 3 1 ol
San Francisco 0 0 2 O" 1 1 5 0"
San Joaquin 2 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
San Luis Obispo 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
San Mateo 0 2 1 ol 0 0 0 ol
Santa Barbara 1 0 3 O" 0 0 0 0"
Santa Clara 1 1 14 ol 0 0 0 ol
Santa Cruz 0 0 0 ol 0 0 2 ol
Shasta 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
Sierra 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
Siskiyou 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
Solano 0 0 0 of| 0 0 0 ol
Sonoma 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
Stanislaus 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
Sutter 0 0 1 ol 0 0 0 ol
Tehama 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
Trinity 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
Tulare 0 0 1 ol 2 3 9 ol
Tuolumne 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
Ventura 0 1 0 ol 0 0 9 ol
Yolo 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
Yuba 0 0 1 of 0 0 0 off
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CalWORKs Report on Reasons for Denials and Other Non-Approvals of Applications for Cash Grant (CA 255 CW)
March 2002 (Version 1)

PART A. PART A.
REASONS FOR DENIALS OF CASH GRANT REASONS FOR DENIALS OF CASH GRANT
9. Nonresident 10. Denied due to Diversion
County Two Parent | Zero Parent | All Other | TANF Timed- || Two Parent | Zero Parent [ All Other | TANF Timed-
(A) (B) © Out (D) (A) (B) © Out (D)
Data Cell 33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40

Statewide 16 42 105 0 19 4 89 0
Alameda 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
Alpine 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
/Amador 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
Butte 0 2 3 ol 0 0 0 ol
Calaveras 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
Colusa 0 1 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
Contra Costa 0 0 5 ol 0 0 4 ol
Del Norte 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
[[E1 Dorado 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
[[Fresno 0 1 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
[lstenn 0 0 0 ol 0 0 1 ol
[[Humbolat 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
[imperial 0 2 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
[linyo 3 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
[[kern 2 4 2 ol 0 0 0 ol
[[ings 0 4 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
[lLaxe 0 0 2 ol 0 0 0 ol
[lLassen 0 0 2 ol 0 0 0 ol
[lLos Angeles 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
IMadera 0 3 5 ol 0 0 0 ol
[Imarin 1 1 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
[IMariposa 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
IMendocino 0 0 1 ol 0 0 0 ol
[IMerced 1 3 16 ol 0 0 0 ol
IModoc 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
IMono 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
IMonterey 0 2 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
[INapa 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
[INevada 0 0 0 ol 1 0 1 ol
[lorange 0 4 2 ol 2 0 2 ol
[lPracer 0 0 1 ol 2 0 0 ol
[lPlumas 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
Riverside 0 1 1 ol 0 1 34 ol
Sacramento 0 0 2 ol 0 0 0 ol
San Benito 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
San Bernardino 2 0 11 O" 0 0 0 0"
San Diego 3 0 2 ol 0 3 8 ol
San Francisco 2 6 22 ol 0 0 0 ol
San Joaquin 1 1 3 ol 0 0 0 ol
San Luis Obispo 0 0 0 ol 7 0 36 ol
San Mateo 0 4 13 ol 1 0 0 ol
Santa Barbara 0 0 3 ol 0 0 0 ol
Santa Clara 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
Santa Cruz 0 0 2 ol 0 0 1 ol
Shasta 0 2 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
Sierra 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
Siskiyou 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
Solano 0 0 0 of| 0 0 0 ol
Sonoma 0 0 0 ol 1 0 0 ol
Stanislaus 0 0 2 ol 2 0 0 ol
Sutter 1 0 0 ol 1 0 0 ol
Tehama 0 1 2 ol 0 0 0 ol
Trinity 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
Tulare 0 0 0 ol 1 0 1 ol
Tuolumne 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
Ventura 0 0 0 ol 0 0 0 ol
Yolo 0 0 2 ol 0 0 1 ol
Yuba 0 0 1 of 1 0 0 off
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CalWORKs Report on Reasons for Denials and Other Non-Approvals of Applications for Cash Grant (CA 255 CW)
March 2002 (Version 1)

PART A. PART B.
REASONS FOR DENIALS OF CASH GRANT REASONS FOR NON-APPROVALS OTHER THAN DENIALS
11. Denied due _to C‘?N_VORKS 60-month 12. Application cancelled or withdrawn
time limits
County Two Parent | Zero Parent | All Other | TANF Timed- [ Two Parent | Zero Parent | All Other | TANF Timed-
G (B) © Out (D) G (B) © Out (D)
Data Cell 41 42 43 44 45 46 47 48

Statewide 611 552 2,181 2
Alameda 15 1 47 0
Alpine 0 0 0 ol
/Amador 1 0 7 ol
Butte 24 4 25 ol
Calaveras 3 1 7 O"
Colusa 0 1 0 0"
Contra Costa 5 1 38 O"
Del Norte 0 0 4 0"
[[E1 Dorado 3 1 12 ol
||Fresno 24 4 47 0"
[lstenn 3 0 4 ol
[[Humbolat 5 1 35 ol
[imperial 9 7 22 ol
[linyo 0 0 0 ol
[[kern 32 23 98 ol
[[ings 8 1 14 ol
[lLaxe 6 0 7 ol
||Lassen 2 0 15 0"
[lLos Angeles 65 283 417 ol
||Madera 20 4 25 0"
[Imarin 1 0 6 ol
||Mariposa 0 0 0 1||
"Mendocmo 5 0 13 O"
||Merced 17 2 28 0"
IModoc 0 0 0 ol
IMono 0 0 0 ol
IMonterey 14 17 43 ol
[INapa 5 1 19 ol
[INevada 4 0 16 ol
||Orange 34 51 137 0"
[lPracer 3 0 14 ol
||PIumas 1 1 6 0"
Riverside 13 31 46 ol
Sacramento 37 11 83 0"
San Benito 4 1 14 ol
San Bernardino 40 16 167 0"
San Diego 35 15 177 ol
San Francisco 3 1 31 0"
San Joaquin 60 13 117 ol
San Luis Obispo 5 0 16 0"
San Mateo 7 14 20 ol
Santa Barbara 2 1 15 0"
Santa Clara 2 3 140 ol
Santa Cruz 4 1 5 0"
Shasta 15 4 23 1|
Sierra 0 0 0 ol
Siskiyou 0 0 7 ol
Solano 1 1 20 0"
Sonoma 1 1 7 O"
Stanislaus . 10 10 34 0"
Sutter 8 1 17 ol
Tehama 3 1 2 0"
Trinity 0 1 0 ol
Tulare 38 10 60 ol
Tuolumne 0 2 7 O"
Ventura 8 9 43 0"
Yolo 2 0 11 ol
Yuba 4 1 13 off
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CalWORKs Report on Reasons for Denials and Other Non-Approvals of Applications for Cash Grant (CA 255 CW)
March 2002 (Version 1)

PART B.
REASONS FOR NON-APPROVALS OTHER THAN DENIALSY
13. Moved or cannot be located
County Two Parent | Zero Parent | All Other | TANF Timed-
G (B) ©) Out (D)
Data Cell 49 50 51 52

Statewide 139 119 748 4
Alameda 0 0 8 0
Alpine 0 0 0 o||
/Amador 0 0 0 o||
Butte 0 0 1 o||
Calaveras 0 0 0 0”
Colusa 0 0 0 o||
Contra Costa 2 0 8 0”
Del Norte 0 0 0 O||
[|[E! Dorado 0 0 2 o||
||Fresn0 2 5 15 O||
[lctenn 0 0 1 o||
[[Humboldt 0 0 0 o||
||Imperia| 0 3 2 0”
||Inyo 0 0 0 4||
[[xern 3 8 3 o||
||Kings 0 1 2 O||
[|Lake 0 0 0 o||
||Lassen 0 1 1 O||
[lLos Angeles 16 56 80 o||
||Madera 0 0 0 O||
([Marin 0 0 1 o||
||Mariposa 0 0 0 O||
||Mendocmo 0 0 0 0”
||Merced 0 0 0 O||
[Modoc 0 0 0 o||
[Mono 0 0 0 o||
||Monterey 1 1 1 0”
(INapa 0 0 0 o||
([Nevada 0 0 0 o||
[lorange 30 25 58 o||
(Pracer 0 0 0 o||
||Plumas 0 0 0 0||
Riverside 2 2 5 0”
Sacramento 74 10 277 0||
San Benito 0 0 0 o||
San Bernardino 1 3 35 0||
San Diego 0 0 0 ol
San Francisco 2 1 21 0||
San Joaquin 0 0 7 0”
San Luis Obispo 2 0 1 0||
San Mateo 0 0 0 o||
Santa Barbara 0 0 0 0||
Santa Clara 0 1 186 o||
Santa Cruz 0 0 0 0||
Shasta 0 0 1 o||
Sierra 0 0 0 0|l
Siskiyou 0 0 0 o||
Solano 1 0 19 0||
Sonoma 0 0 1 0”
Stanislaus 2 0 8 0||
Sutter 0 0 0 o||
Tehama 0 1 0 0||
Trinity 0 0 0 o||
Tulare 1 1 4 0||
Tuolumne 0 0 0 0”
Ventura 0 0 0 0||
Yolo 0 0 0 o||
Yuba 0 0 0 off
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